DOCUMENT RESUME 



ED 290 584 



RC 015 320 



AUTHOR 
TITLE 



INSTITUTION 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 

PUB TYPE 

EDRS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



IDENTIFIERS 



Phelps, Margaret S. 

Tennessee Technolog^.cal University Rural Education 
Research and Service Consortium. Annual Repoit 
1986-87. 

Tennessee Technological Univ., Cookeville. Coll. of 
Education . 
May 87 

14p. ; For the 1985-86 report, see RC 016 432. 
Reports - Descriptive (141) 

MFOl/PCOl Plus Postage. 

*College School Cooperation; ^Educational Research; 
Elementary Secondary Education; Grant's; Higher 
Education; Program Descriptions; Research 
Opportunities; Research Projects; *Rural Education; 
School Effectiveness; Teacher Ef i.ectiveness 
Comprehensive Education Reform Act (Tennessee); 
*Rural Education Centers; ^Tennessee Technological 
University 



ABSTRACT 

During 1986-87, the Tennessee Technological 
University Rural Education Research and Service Consortium continued 
to facilitate research and service activities of the College o£ 
Education faculty in selected rural schools, provide assistance to 
faculty desiring to engage in such research/service, and provide 
documentation of school improvement strategies that work in rural 
schools consistent with provisions of the Comprehensive Education 
Reform Act of 1984 and th«s national emphasis on effective schools and 
teaching. This third annual report reveals that the Consortium added 
12 member and 2 associate schools to its 7 initial member schools. 
Primary activity focused on studies of school effectiveness, 
enhancement of teacher effectiveness, school improvement service 
projects with related research components, university faculty 
development, rural school advocacy, and grantsmanship. Activities 
enhancing teaching effectiveness included graduate courses/programs, 
video-taping for self-analysis, release time for professional growth, 
teacher workshops, and demonstration teaching. School improvement 
service projects of 20 faculty members are summarized. Teacher 
education faculty development activities described include five 
luncheon programs for the Community of Rural Scholars, representation 
at professional meetings, and involvement in public schools. Plans 
for grants from the Tennessee Technical University College of 
Education Foundation, Tennessee Arts Commi..slon, Tennessee Valley 
Authority, and Appalachian Regional Commission are described. 
(NEC) 
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Introduction 



The Tennessee Technological University (TTU) Rural 
Education Project was established in 1984 to facilitate 
research and service activities of the TTU teacher education 

RPQo^^^h ^^c^^''-^'^ .''""^ T^'' R"'^^! Education 

Research and Service Consortium (RERSC) ^eeks to increase the 
effectiveness of these rural schools and to provide 
documentation of school improvement strategies that work in 
rural schools. This major research thrust is consistent with 
ioL Comprehensive Education Reform Act of 

1984 (CERA) and the national emphc.5is on effective schools and 
®^ ^^^'^^i^^. Rural Education is funded by TTU throuqh 

the College of Education. ^ i-iiLuugn 

Initiated with seven schools (three in White County, three 
in Jackson County, and York Institute), the Rural Education 
consortium has included twelve member schools and two associate 
schools during the current year. The Governance Board 
continue;, to function as a clearinghouse for project 
implementation, goal setting and evaluation. 

Status of Rural Education 

As the Rural Education Project has evolved since its 
inception, its focus has sharpened into six primary areas of 
. '^^^l^ ^""t Studies of School Effectiveness, 
^^^Hn^o" • Teacher Effectiveness, School Improvement 

Service Projects with Related Research Conponents, University 
Faculty Development, Rural School Advocacy, and Granstmanship! 
These are each described below. 

Studies of School Effectiveness 

The bulk of the nationa l school effectiveness research has 
been conducted in urban and/or suburban settings. Little is 
documented about the effectiveness of rural schools in general 
or southern/Appalachian rural schools in particular. The Rural 
Education Project began in 1984 to establish a major data base 
which could be used in the analysis of individual and 
crllective rural school effectiveness in the Upper Cumberland. 

, ^ Forty Rura l Schools . Although first conceptualized as a 
of one Hundred Rural Schools to parallel the Kappa Delta 
Pi Good Schools StudY> computer analyzis of the data being 
collected revealed that the trends established by data from the 
t\rst ten schools were only re-emphasized by the addition of 
more schools. Consequently, the findings from the study of 
tnirty-nme schools for which data were complete in early 1987 
were compiled and reported by Drs. Talbert, Fletcher, and 



fJcpJrAh 1% research report has been veil accepted in both 
research and rural education circles and forms the basis for 
tne rural education school improvement agenda for the future. 

Edmonds^ Paradigm. According to the Edmonds' 

Knrffic ''"k yardstick for school effectiveness 

studies, a school's effectiveness is determined by a comparison 
afhiSv^n^"^^?^' °f children from various socio-economic ^groups 
skills ^ nctni'^^i ,°»astery on standardized measures of basic 
fho M* "sing that paradigm, the rural eleme.itary schools of 
the Upper Cumberland which have been studied are 80 to 92 
percent effective. This is extremely high in comparison to 
schools in urban settings. u"ipctti5,on co 

affinonr^'S"' .u""^ P°°'' ^° differ from their more 

affluent peers in the same ways as do urban poor. The Rural 
Education Project is experimenting with ot'.er ways of looking 
?omna?i^inr'"®S^ K^^^^ ^° determine school effectiveness 

factors c,%h°L^f'-r"^"^ ^^^^ demographic 

h!?no ^ as family composition and place of residence are 

m^iSo„.*--S2 ^""^K*?* Generally the findings indicate that 
mathematics achievement in rural schools is less related to 
ru??rcSti^fc reading/language achievement and that 

rural schools are less discriminatory than urban schools. 

offo^f°^^°''""P ■ §ili^ies. The indicators of schools 

schoo?r^2^f* u"^ °^ original rerSC member 

scnoois are being monitored. Each of the original measures 

Ziil ^^-^^Pefted in 1987-88 in order to compare the progress 
made. Aaditional comparisons will be made with schools not in 
the project if appropriate data can be accessed. 

Two school principals dis-satisf ied with the results of 
follL JJoc^'?^ school effectiveness study have conducted 
ihliS J° ^ftermine the results of improvement measures 

r.lfe ^ ]f 5^""® implemented independently. These were in the 
student achievement by socio-economic group and school 
Siinncfr I °5k^^^* ^" each case the principal was able to 
demonstrate the success of school improvement projects. 

ei-«.o2^'?^^iu"4 schools continue to be added to the data base 
v^?[ol'^^^^ TTU computer Center. as the data base enlarge!! 
various other statistical studies will be conducted. 

fac ulty Sexf-studies . The study of a school by its 
racuity is a major mechanism for school improvement. Faculties 




Enhancement of Teacher Effectiveness 



Graduate Courses/Programs for School Faculties. The 

nnnr?!'"^^^ °^ ^ major portion o£ a school faculty in a graduate 
course addressing an identified school need is ? viable school 
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improvement mechanism. Specialized courses in Hiqher order 
^^MnJ,?^ ^^"^'^^ County) and Improv ment of Teaching (Sequatchie 
rn^nrV ""^l^ Provided during the Fall Quarter. A graduate 
Thin Monterey to serve M.A. and Ed.S. students! 

Tnese teachers are moving through graduate programs together 
t^^thl'r.n'^ graduate course work to address sigSiflcan? issSIs of 
teaching and school improvement. 

fhp Video-taping for Salf-Analysis. Each of the teachers in 
the nonterey cohort has been video-taped twice during this 
ll^l'rs A ^^^^'^^'^'^ the Sequatchie County class was also 
. teachers use their tapes fJr self-cri tiquls 

and then the tapes are added to the collection in Bartoo Hall 
These tapes are available to faculty and graduate students 
wishing to study teaching behaviors in rural settings. ^''"''^"^8 

have ffl!!^! .i^""! Professional Growth . Twelve teachers 

^tZ taken a day from school to visit another school. m each 
?n !'k Education Project either sent a faculty member 

to substitute or reimbursed the school for substi tutei. 

^ Teacher Workshops. The Rural Education Project in 

ron?!'**K^°" witn the tVA sponsored Environmental/Energi/Science 
t provided two teacher workshops. The first was held 

aLrnf^^'"?^'^"^* attracted teachers, guidance pe?sonnll? 

°ther university staff, its topic was High 
School Courses via Satellite. The second was a Saturdav 
morning workshop at TTU for elementary teachers of science. 

Demonstration Teaching. Several of the School Improvement 
lllllJl Projects described below include a demons?rl?!SJ 
ceucning component. Someone from The Rural Education Project 
goes into a classroom and models teaching behaviors with 
assistance from the classroom teacher. Teachers are able to 
cf,%o techniques work in their own classrooms with the'ir 

n^mnn^^^ J""^ supposedly can do similar teaching in the future. 
lUe?a^^r^^°" teaching has been provided in art, children'^ 
literature, oral narration, and elementary science. 

Pfe- service Experiences . FOED 101 field trips have been 
??oLn^f rural schools including: York Institute, Wilson 
Elementary in Overton County, Dodons Branch Elementary in 
CoSn^^HiSrS J' /l^ood School in Putnam County, and White 
county High School. Several student teachers and interns have 
been assigned to rural schools. These include one It 
P?fmoi^®' ^^^^ ^t AUardt, one at York 

fi^no^-^'^^.u^"'' u^^"^ ^t York institute which have been 
svpervised through the Rural Education Project. 

School Improvement Service Projects and Related Rural 
education Research 
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rnmLnSi?P°^fiK '\ ^^^^ ^°th a research and a service 
component although the relative emphasis may vary. Prooosal^ 
are reviewed and then submitted to appropriate member school? 
irlnlll^r- . ?e " ^""^^^ unless it is a^pro^ed bj ?ie 

l5„?JJf^i ^°f^ schooKs). The Dean of the College of 

fucS 9fants 5?leased time to one proposal per quarti? if 

rTc^LrnV. critical to the proposal. Each project has a 

5l"?on?na''°?Er^''' J^'V^-y encouraged and assisted in 
proDosats^ rl It^^^'""^ publication and presentation 

proposals. m many cases research findings are not vei- 
available because data are collected late in the sorina 11^ 
analyzed the following summer or fall. spring and 

hinho?"""! ^??^"?? "^^^or thrust has been in the area of 
higher order thinking skills. The Forty Rural Schools studv 
has demonstrated that rural teacher s are primarily co ncerned 
?i °^ f^^^^ that little empiasis oJ ume 

is devoted to higher order thinking. Consequently The Rural 
coSr«lJ°?n'*'?^^'i has facilitated thi establishmlSt of graSua?e 
field tf^tiirnJ"' thinking, the purchase and 

iifih testing of commercial materials, and faculty projects 
which are designed to demonstrate teaching te°hniaues 
attuSSes acquisition of the desJ^Id skfus^and 

was t auahf°?A n * .'^o""? higher order thinking skills 

tefcher? ii^ifS ? County during the Fall Quarter in which the 
teachers implemented various teaching strategies in their 
classrooms. This course resulted in the placemlJt of ?he Roe 
and ROSS projects at Gordonsville School in Sfntef QuSrte? 
Dr. Akenson continues to work with the Smith County super^ilo^ 
^Liers " designing additional opportunities for tSose 

units ^^av^yf.M^ ; ^ ^"^'rfy °^ self-care instructional 

of th^r 1??^ ^^^^ students in the high schools 

?;c,n^: It^ counties was conducted. An analysis of the 

rur^] . °^ 1^^^ ^""""^y implications for future work with 
rural special education teachers is nearing completion? 

the ?'m^mncfn^;^ ^f^ricia. A four concert series presented by 
rn,mf,^ V^IP^FF^F^ directed at York Institute and White 
sJuSpiVc^'^^K^^ P'^i«>- instruction was provided for 

^tt^"^ s° that they would have soSe 
ouen ?o''?h'"'\f?^ instruments and music. ^ The concerts wire 
hrn^Hnici- the public and some were filmed by WCTE for future 
^nS ^""''^ provided by the Rural Education P-oiect 

s?ud.i?^ Tennessee Arts CommissioJ. Pre- and post-sSrveys^ of 

B^^h^c^o^/''^^"^?^ """^i^ ^^-^^ administered. ^ Ms 

Brahmstedt is also conducting the research for the JacksoA 
County elementary music project. Jackson 

5l^£tonj — Bill. undergraduate students enrolled in art 
methods courses traveled to selected elementary schools tr 
provide art instruction in classrooms. The sc^Lls p?ovideS 
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the supplies; the Rural Education Project orovideH 
^IJ^hS°'^2^'°^ informal assessme..ts of student^ teache?! and 
it l^V *?«"tion student attitudes toward the teaching of Itt 
in elementary classrooms were collected. ^ 

„520It|^_Gerald. Consultative services have been provided 
to York institute in their development of a horticultural 
greenhouse program. This is an%xtension of a grounds 
beautification program contacted during the past two vea?s 
ThtrL -""^^K^ provided by the Rurll EdScation PrJjec?' 

This project has not developed to a research stage yet. 

h^n.o P hyllis and Liz Self . A project to improve 

??s t^Tvia? "-^f ^°nfh.ps through parental involvement L In 
isinq dftrr^^'io.ffS^"^ education programs are being designed 
using data collected in an earlier needs assessment. Travel 
??ojec^r s"PP°'^t are provided by the Rural Education 

■ ■■■.■,■5!^'^^^^'^'^^' ^}^^^ ^"^ Marvin Lamb. Music instruction was 
?^nni^ ?• ^f?^ elementary school in-Jackson County through I 
cooperative effort of Jackson County Schools, TTU Labo?atorS 

Ar?r'?S^?««i'!:' ^Sh"' ^^"--tion Project, and the ?ennesse^ 
Arts Commission. The program extended for the entire schocl 
?x?onc"^ concluded with public programs in two of ?he schSoJs 

l^^^V:^ comparing the changes in student atti?Sdls 
wSo ha^^bee^i^^^ ''^'^ achievement test results for s^idents 
wno have been in the program for three years is underway 

ed.ir;. r?^«^^!^j:. - — ^ — ^* Computer data analysis for rural 
education projects U accomplished under Dr. Fletcher's 
direction. His assistance has been invaluable. ^^^^tcher s 

^g^^son, Marion. Students at Jackson County High School 
and -FOX Elementary School in Gainesboro haJe received 
instruction in study skills during a ten week project. "avil 
and supplies have been provided by the Rural Education Project 
InhT post-assessments were administered and student 

se^ild'afa nf^n^? collected. This year's project has 

st;dlnts%or';ex°t Je°ar! "tensive effort with mideie grade 

scien?r^nr^4pn; f^^!?^''-"'' Project SPRITES, an elementary 
cntf^ff-*^ "^^'^^ emphasizing a hands-on approach to teaching 
fntM^^in''' P'^o^sses through rural issues and technology? was 
rn.mj; ''.r /u^^'i^^® Central view Schools in whit f 

To^llt wm'vieL'^" ^"vironmental/Energy/SciPnce Center? thl 
nco 7 yield a set of science curriculum materials for 

^H^in- /"'^^ schools. Standardized science inventories we?e 
nrSn-Sif^"p^ Students prior to and at the end of the 

project. Results are being analyzed. 

ho^nn^^^^P^f^ "Q'^^aret. High school physics instruction is 
being— ^ro^^iai^—^York Institute via satellite transmission 
from Oaklahoma state University. This is a demon! trlL'oS 
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rlnllr /""'^^^ through the Environmental/Energy/Science 

?ncM^ cooperation with Rural Education and the ySrk 

Institute Center for Rural Education. At the end of the vear 
?S ^"^'^ (experimental) and students 

^S^in? r^''! ""It^^ Jackson county High School (control) weJe 
administered the Sequential Test of Educational Progress End- 
wfT? ho'f "^S^f'" Eleventh grade achievement test scopes 

will be used to equalize the groups for comparison. 

Dr. Phelps serves as a member of the York Institute 
Council and assisted in the development of and 
lobbying for the Center of Excellence in Rural EdScation funded 
?ork instL^?! General Assembly in 1986. TTU and 

a^^o ^"f^^i^ute cooperate under ♦•he terms of a Letter oi 

oUSuony"'''' °' ^^'^^''^^ ^^^^^ Department 

hiahef'^^nfr Fox Elementary ure using commercial 

?he ^o?if^o materials provided by Rural Education and 
r.ne College of Education Foundation. These materials anH 

Jo^r^n^rf "^^^ available to teachers in Wh??e"oSi?y and 

York Inst3tute for review for possible future use. Achievement 

pUns students in thr class are being monitorlS as 

pians are made for the program next year. 

^^°±t — Betty- The teaching of higher order thinking skills 
to pHiily— (Grades K-2) students through the use of oral 
Sn^n^i °" Jl^^ demonstrated in classrooms at Gordonsville 

scnool. The project uees classroom materials developed by Dr 
5as teltl^ Kf^r^'"; ""^."^ Education project. Each student 
?n %hn«J before and after instruction using a story similar 
fnc^? ! research. One class that did not receive 

iSrje"t'i°a"iSle'!^° '° ^ ResuUs^'^ri 

■ .i,.^^' Elinor and Kathv Stephens. The teaching of higher 
?hrou^^'S-?3 intermediate (Grades 3-6) studlnts 

through children's literature has been demonstrated in 
Classrooms at Gordonsville School. Travel to the school was 
aiS'^'nnf.^? the Rural Education Project. Each student Sas pre? 
??rkcSn^^;^®^^®'* ^ ^^^^^ 9rade class at Fox School !n 

exner?ln?°r^^ ^ control. Students in the 

cSSoIrT^nn groups were found to make significant gains in 
analS^Jf f ^"^^ contrast in grades four through six and in 
foX tLllr/. ^"'^ ^° differences were 

^^.,^^-|i^iielV£ — Patti and Micki Akenson . A twenty-week movement 
educalion program tor all children in grades K-2 was provided 
?iraf E^ucaM^r' '^'°"?!; ^ -°°P«"tivl proj3Ct of the^c^ool? 
af^er Jh^^? i ?i' Tennessee Arts Commission. Fre4 

after-school ballet classes were available for all students who 
arrange tran'-portation and purchase shoes. An ellven- 
in^J^Ji^"^^ inventory was administered to the students at the 
end of the project but has not yet been analyzed. 
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Smith, 




plbert, Gene . The Forty Rural Schools proiect has hPPn 

directed by Dr. Talbert, He'serves HI3?Hilly as associate 
^.irector to the Rural Education Project. Many of ?he proiecti 
m progress were initiated by him. y i- tne projects 

Teacher iSducation Faculty Development 

Rural Education has assisted faculty in the devpi onmoni- 

JrKer"^n"°" evaluation of researJh/se^JJtce' propSslJs; 

travel to professional meetings directly related to rural 
education, and regularly scheduled Rural Scholars Meetings' 

Co mmunity of Rural Scholars . Thr.s dutch treat luncheon 
?^?o?manf ' two or three times a quarter to sLre "fSlas 
a^H ?^ ^ ^° ^^""^ ^" updata on Rural Education happenings 
AkensoS r^^?^c^?'"^"^^^^e^'^^^^^^^ ^o rural educatioS. Tii 
Ross'^s p?ograV^ha?r?"' "'^'^ '''' secretary and Elinor 

Octobe-. 23, 1986— Jim Akenson described the National Rural 
Education Confernce which he attended in Little Rock' 

November 26, 1986— Phyllis Davidson shared the findinos of 
a research study into the fears of middle grade children in 
J""f.„!f?°°i^ discussed the implicatioL of t£e flnSinJs 




ngs 
the 

y 



. February 27, 1987— Margaret Phelps discussed the 
implementation and research findings froS a mISiatId oeer 
coaching project sponsored by Rural Education !n 1985-86. ^ 

ir.f ^Pff^ ^' 1987— Sceve Coble and Brenda Green shared 
information regarding the TTU Upward Bound Projecr and Us 
activities with students from rural secondary schools. 

c^h^ l^!. 1987— Gene Talbert reviewed the Forty Rural 

Schools study and discussed implications for Unive rsitv/school 
projects for rural school improvement. "niversity/school 
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Phelps; and American Educational Research Association Rural 
Education Special Interest Group by Gene Talbert! 

.^^^ ^fir^! One faculty member received release time 

from tne College of Education to conduct research/service 
?«n2n^^^- . ^^"r "^^^ time to conduct a study of J£e 

impact of oral narration in primary classrooms on the 
acquisition of higher order thinking skills. °" 

_ . faculty Involvment in Public Schools . Five facultv 
Z^uVJ ."'r^* substitute teachers in rural schools to 

enable teachers to visit other schools. These were Jim 

?or^?!;;rnf°"V^K'^^r^°''' "^'^^^y Neufeldt, Danny Higdon, and 
ovfo„f^ ^^""^ °^ research/service projects involved 

extensive time spent in meaningful interaction with rural 
nTac^S'' f!;d/°'^,students. The rural music performance prograi 
placed the brass quintet, three soloists and an 
accompanist/narrator in each of two rural schools. 

Rural School Advocacy 

nation^? "^"^^ • Education Project is gaining regional and 

education, ^"^''^^^^y « so"'^^^ of expertise in ru?al 

r,r^-io!?f^^?"?^ j^"'^?^ a nd small Schools Consortium . The ttu 

project joined the national consortium during this academic 
Jevflw ™ director is now on the editorial 
ItrtVl Journal of Rural and Small Srhool s and 
serves as a judge for the Exempla ry Awards Program. 

Advocacy Committee . Larry Peach directs and 
cn^n^r""^"? JacKson county cnairs a regional committee of rural 
school administrators which reviews state policy prooosals and 
?ifra^r decision.making^idiL^e?arding ?Ee 

c^m™??^"^^^'''!. ^""^ "^^^^ °^ '^""l schools. AnnSally this 
committee provides input to the State Board of Education as it 
rormulates its Master Plan. During the spring of 1987. TTU was 

col^tt '° ^^^'^"^ State B?ard of Education 'Adv?so?y 

committee on Teacher Education regarding the impact of the 
!^nE?- ^'^^"'^^Pies on rural schools. The director spoke at the 
S^oitSpH -"^ Chattanooga and the Advocac? Committee 

provided written information to the Advisory Committee. 

Rura] Knowle dge Bowl . For the past two years Rural 
Education has sponsored the Rural Knowledge Bowl for hiah 

''^^ "'^^i" The competition !s c?- 

S,f-^^-*'y ^°^^^9e of Education Foundation and the 

Communicating for Agriculture Foundation in Minnesota. Thil 
tlrL schools (250 students) participated in Round One a^d 

f?n^?c schools each brought three contestants to the regiona? 
ll^ I: ^ luncheon for finalists and their sponsors was hlld in 
Tn!^•ff Room. Winners from Sunbright and York 
Institute received cash prizes. 
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ioft7 tPP.'!'^^^^^" g<^"cation al Laboratory . During the sorina of 
ianll nf^'^ **"'"^ tiducatron Director las invited to se?ie ?n f 

be d§i^bed''^!n^^?hr°^^^- ^50 programs selected to 

Partnlrshins thirl ■ National Directory of School/Colleoe 

Grantsmanship 

rninhor?!^^^®^'^^ ^® ^" "^""^^l education in the TT™r 

Sn?vlrs?2v "'?bf 5?«°u'^ces currently available tS?ough'^?he 

mSJor lipLsis '"''"^ °' ^""^^ emerging \s a 

— C°^^e?e o f Education Foundation . The Foundation hae; 

VroYect dS?[ni ^^"-^^ '-^"i^ ^" ^"PP^^*^ °f the Rural Edi?2tion 
^^?™f during the current year. These funds have been i,rpH 

SaJe?fn?^ 1° purchase higher order thinking inst?uctiSnl? 
?niwioJ schools and to co-sponsor the iSJal 

Knowledge Bowl. These funds will not be available next year 

^^l^J^X^:^^^ |chool n 

-virSl^^ funded 

1?/L^^.%-J.^,^-PLre%^°a%i^^ 

^Srk'°'ini?^°f ^-'^^ Physics'£?'late'lU?e proj'cra? 

Co^tpr ^^"^^ ""f^ ^ supplemental TVA Jontract through the 
prSpos^d.^''^ supplemental contracts for 1987-88 are' be^Sg 

acuuif?fl^^f ' :^^^" L "^^'^""al Commission . A $20,000 grant was 
nrS«r> ^acKson County to implement a drop-out or event- ion 

?r?.^c?nal^Ld°?hf'p"""?^^r The^proposal, w?i?ten E^^he^Fox 
tJu iS^ni? ^"""^^ Education Project Director, includes 

TTU faculty time as a major source of the required ^Stching 
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I'i^'L^lu Madison, Margaret Phelps and several persons 

to ?he project'!'"^"' '''' "'""^ providing s?r"ces 

.C onsortium of Higher Education Rural Ed ucatinn Proiect 
gxrgctors. Drs. Talb^rt and Phelps are members ot thi s g^oun 
wnioh meets twice a year to compare perspectives and 

mpiMS°"^%K°" projects. Tennessee wiU host tht 

meeting of the group this sumuier in Nashville. 

Southern Rural Education Associatio n. The TTU Rural 
of'lhtT ar±'' was represented at the organizational meeting 
ot this group which was formed in 1985. Dr. Ph«>lDS was 
recently elected as program chair for the 198S SREA Annual 
Conference which will be held in Nashville. Annual 

Weaknesses, Conderns, and/or Problems 

Derso^^^ ^^nS ^^"^^ exceeds the available resources of time, 
personnel and money. The limitation of research/service 
projects to a few schools creates jealously withir^Jr^rlglcn! 

'K^^^ project is to demonstrate that 
University intervention can increase rural school 
effectiveness. The faculty commitment to the oroiect is 
exceptional particularly when one considers that the onlv 
caSSn^ -P""^^^^^ ^^'^^^^l supplies. Howeve?! they 

o?he? rp«^Sn«?K-i-?-'' ^"'^'^^"t load without negative impact on 
ocner responsibilities. 

Communication with the various publics is the most 
S^i ^'^^Zu*^^^'^.®*^,^'^®^^"*^- "^^is communication has to be one-to- 
m?:.,«!? \ people and uni/ersity faculty to prevent 

«ihnn?r^*^''"'^'"^^ that projects implemented ?n 

schools are an asset rather than in imposition. The RuLal 
fnSS^^°K Pf°3ect Director needs to spend more time in the 
schools but IS caught with other University responsibili tes and 
the time demands of seeking additional funds. "^^^i^^tes and 

Faculty 

°^ faculty activities a.-e included in the 
other sections of this report. The Director's activities are 

and JnI?rui?ioI;^ """""^^ °^ Department of Curriculum 



Research and Publications 
Long Range Plans 

The Rural Education Project will continue to work toward 
xts original goals of rural school improvement, research 
faculty development and rural school advocacy 
envisioned that the thrust will shift gradually from year to 
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nSLvn^ various milestones are reached and as new avenues of 
endeavor are opened. m particular higher order thinking 

been a focal point in 1986-87 wUl be subsumed 



s?^ools^ ''^"^^ ''"^^y enh;ncem:nt" tilrSugrri? 



nniio^r^l^^^^^^^^^^^^' "^'^^ preponderance of evidence 

indicate tl .gh both formal and informal nlanl 

indicate that the potential for school improvement in rural 

limited by the educational aspirations of JSe 
.tuaents, parents, and community leaders for rural youth. The 
low aspirations lesult in high drop-out levels, little parent 
involvement in schools, limited financial support for schools 
and a defeatist attitude toward setting and attaining goaJs? 

afi-pn.nf?r''"f"^-^^- ^""^ Education Project is 

?h^nSSi ^ ^^'""^^ Literacy Enhancement 

Througn Rural Schools We propose to work with Jural schools 
iS„n^?- "PP^^ Cumberland in the establishment of community 
?nvn?ii™ \ drop-out prevention, and parent/community 
s?uSpnff "'^^'^t ""•-'^^ ^"^'^^t the literacy level of 

hPvnnSM, 5^""^^-. approach is broad based and goes 

noHn pJace. ' education and basic literacy programs 

On May 15, a meeting was held in the TTU President's 
scSoojr"™?"" representatives of TTU, area 

lite^ac^ ?of?'.. ^ ^ of Education. TVA, and local 

literacy lea- •■ to discuss possible courses of action. The 
response was ir -^t encouraging. Congressman Jim Cooper attended 
and IS making contacts on behalf of the project. atcenaed 

is ;,f"^S^?v^"^ ^° meeting, a campus group has formed and 
ifi-«rL \ °" d^°»ensioPal model of University/School 

literacy partnerships. One dimension is theoretical; faculty 
ci^?.i P"""^'^! ^""^ interests in anthropology, philosophy: 
sociology, etc. will develop a theoretical basis fot 
cooperative rural literacy programs. At the operational level 
rS!^*.-?" Education Proioct w/M work with schools in 
defiied'^'^^i^^ °^ ^"^^^essfal litere..y projects within the three 
fuin^na • i' P5°9fam design, linkages among agencies, 

lossi'S?: cii^P^!'"r^^^ji?"' evaluation, and dissemination 
possible sites and funding sources are being explored. 

P°"softium Membership. As projects prove successful in 
5"® origTHal membrr iHhools, they will gradually be 
ised^^th?^ Jw^S °t'^",?chooU. GordonsviUe School has been 
used this way during the current year and wishes to do so in 
k2!^c • • r^f? ^ project needs to be initiated on a pilot 

Ko" ^ carefully controlled situation, non-member schools 

?he nL!? ; K Crossville Elementary has been used this way in 

in;,rS? c^k'^ oftered to pilo. another project next year. 

trlnrt • f''!""! • ""^^^^ ^° Continue the movement education 
program if funding is available. euui,atxon 
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Doyle School in White Countv is ajskpH A^ir. 
consortium and will do so under tL algif of wMt^ 2ouJf; 
Schools. TWO schools (west and East) in white Coun?i !ro "^ 

rSeSiir"''^ '"^"^ ^oo6Un6 Pa^k Eleien?ar^%ScS'Ji?rb°^JSI 
a member school. Overton County and Clay Countv have ivnrfeeo^ 

each'of thoL a%ingle pLjecf L^'^^ t^Ld^fS 

each of those school systems next year. i-lxbu in 

rnrai*^*^! K^","^ Education Project is willing to work with anv 
rural school on specified projects within the limitations of 

factor. the majof uLting 



Identifi cation and Recogn ition of Exemnlarv nnrai 
P£Ofl£ ams. A structured program of identityingT regoanLinr^n^ 
existing pro^raSs in rural s^hoSfs of^JJe gpper 
Cumberland will be initiated during 1987-88. The process is 
Se°pte:ie"? UlT.'^''^ notification of schools scged°Sled for 
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